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King, Valerie A. 

From: Venable-Waple, Bristow (RD &E) 

Sent: Friday, February 25, 2005 12:27 PM 

To: King, Valerie A. 

Subject: FW: Plowshares Agreement PT Comments 

DSS: 


Something else for the Plowshares file 

Bristow Venable-Waple 
Sr. RD&F Contract Analyst 

Phone: X45207 Fax: x47015 


—Original Message— 

From: Hart, Gwendolyn G. 

Sent: Friday, November 05, 2004 12:34 PM 
To: Venable-Waple, Bristow (RD &E) 

Subject: RE: Plowshares Agreement: PT Comments 

Hmm . . . unless my head has been in the sand, I have seen it in other contracts. I 
know that it was always in contracts in my previous life. 


<§uten Mmit, 

MfDdiE {Puvduwmg 
.mrne: {804,)274-4504 
$aa:: {804)274-7866 

-Original Message- 

Frara: Venable-Waple, Bristow (RD &E) 

Sent: Friday, November 05, 2004 9:58 AM 
To: Hart, Gwendolyn G. 

SylbjecS: RE: Plowshares Agreement: PT Comments 
Gwen, 

Since when did that language become standard??? Perhaps A&P 
incorporated it as standard in their templates but it was never in the RD&E 
contracts prior to 2002 and ! do not recall any conversations with Risk 
Management where they requested it be included. 

Bristow 

-—Original Message— 

Prom: Hart, Gwendolyn G. 

Sent: Thursday, November 04, 2004 4:32 PM 
To: Belcher, Amy 

Cc: Venable-Waple, Bristow (RD &E); Daugherty, Scott P.; King, Valerie A. 

Suibjeca: Plowshares Agreement: PT Comments 

Hi Amy! Embedded in the attached DRAFT are collective comments from the 
PT and Valerie. Please have A&P make the changes the re-circulate to the 
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PM3006536366 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/tjfj0001 






Message 

<*x 

* 


3/7/2005 


Page 2 of2 


team for a final review before sending to Plowshare. 

Scott: You had requested that we attached Expense Guidelines for 
Independent Contractors for MET Labs. Please help me better understand 
why and provide those guidelines. The only expense guidelines we have are 
for travel. 

Bristow: You had requested that we delete language in Section 8 regarding 
"issued by insurers acceptable to PM". This is standard language, but I agree 
that it is a stretch to require it of subcontractors. I deleted it there, but left it in 
the first sentence. If Plowshares has issues with this, we have negotiated this 
out before. 

£?uteft tGTP jM, 

M3)<££ J’u.tdh&s ina 

('M4J274-4S04 
2ax: (804) 274*7866 
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